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REMARKS 

Cl<iims 2-5. 703, 15-18, and 20-26 arc pending in iho present applic^ilion. 
Rcconsidcratiou of the claims is vcspcctfLilly requcslcd. 

L 35 CJ .S-C. $ IQ2, Aiiticii);^tion 

'Hie examiner 1ms rejected claims 3-5, 7-13, 16-18, and 20-26 under 35 U.S.C, § 
1 02(c) as being anticipated by Piazza el al. (US Pat 6,026,438). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Ill the cnrrt;nt Office miction. Examiner rcspoiuls to Applicant's previous 

arguments: 

Regarding claim 7, Vhzzd et al. disclose a method for identifying 
and storing changes to a data processing sysl.cm within a distributed data 
processing system, the metliod comprising the computer-jmplcniented 
steps of: 

iniliali/ing the data processing system for a capture of an initial 
state of the data processing; system (col. 3, lines 44-50, col. 6, lines 63-67); 
modifying (col. 4, lines 23-27); 

capLunng the modified state (col. 6, Hnes 63-67, eoK 7, lines 15-62, 
col. S, lines 30-33); 

storing differences between initial st^Ue and the modified state (col. 
7, lilies 15-39), wherein the differences are r^eparatcd into system-specific 
changes (col. 7, lines 15-62, col. 8, lines 30O2), and uscr-specined 
changes (col. II, Hncs 5-65); 

wherein the system specific changes are applied on a pcr-system 
liasis and Ihc uscr-spccific changes are applied on aper-uscr basis (coL 7, 
lines 15-62, col. 11, lines 5-65); 

wherein the dirfercnees between the initial state and Uic modified 
state comprise dilTcrcnces between user filers, system fdes, user rcgistrieSj 
and system registries (col. 6, lines 63-67, cgl. 7, lines 13-62, col. 8, lines 
27-32, coL 1 \] lines 5-65, col. 1 0, lines 2-5$); and 

wlicrcin the differences between user files and differences between 
user registries may be nscd to manage configurability of the application on 
a per-u$ci' bases (col. H, line 5-col. 12, line 36, "Tliis will clocinnenT 
personal templates, address book contacl lisL and other personal data. 
Speciffcally, under Profile in the home directory, fdc USER, USR {in NT 
-t a ihis fde is called NTUSliR.DA T) stores all USER speciftc registry 
entries which kd defined by nKEY,sid?.—C(Jim:Nr.sid).—UMR 
whenever a use r logs otUo a workstation, '7 
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Applicant rcspcoKully submits that Piaz;ca docs not teach the limitations of at least 
chiim 7. Clnim 7 is reproduced for reference: 

7. (rrcvious)y Presented) A method for identifying and storing changes to a data ^ 
processing system within a distdbuled data processing system, the method comprising the 
compiilcr-iniplcmcnted steps of: 

initializing the <lata processiPH system for a c?ipturc of an initial state of the data 
processing system; 

modifying the data processing system; 

capluring a modified state of the data processing system; and 

storing differences between the inilial state und the modified state as a set of 
conllguration parameters in a depository, wherein t}';C differences arc separated into 
syslem-specinc changes and uscr-spccific changes; 

wherein the system specitlc changes are ap]:>IIcd on a per-system basis and the 
uscr-spccific chaugtis arc applied on a pcr-user basi^i; 

wherein the differences between the initial .slate and the modified state comprise 
differences between user files, system files, userre^Hstries, and system registries; and 

wherein the differences between user files mA differences between user registries 
nuiy he used to manage coj\ngurabiljty of the application on a pcr-user basis. 

1 . Piazza fails to loach the claimed invention because Piazza docs not derive 
uscr-spccific cbiingcs from the snapshot and doc; not sepanitc user-specific changes 
frrtin systcm-spccinc changes. 

Claim 7 includes the limitations, "storing differences between the initial state and the 
modified stale as a set of configuration parameters in a depository, wherein the 
differcaces arc separated into systeni-spccifie chan-es and user-specific changes...." To 
support this rejection, 

In support of rejecting this claim language^ iixamlner points to column 7, lines 
15-62 for separating differences between the initial and modified states into system 
specific changes, and to col. 11, lines 5-65 for user ^ specific changes. 

However, for Piazza\s capture of data {i.c, l^iazza's ''snapshot"), there is no 
separation between system-specific changes and uftor-specific changes taught or 
suggested. For example, col, 1 1, lines 5-65 discuss that NT retains configuration files 
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rclcvaiU to user preferences (coL 1 1 , lines 28-29), bill does not discuss applying user- 
specific changes from the initial and modified slates separately from systcni-spcciRc 
changes from the jnilial and modified sUUcs. lliat is, in Piazza, the user data does not 
appear to be derived from the snapshot. 

L-xaminer also cites col. 8, lines 30-32, and col. 11, lines 50-60. The col. 8 citation 
is reproduced below: 

The resulting sysleni lllc changes are tl^n discovered, 320, by takmg a snapshot 
of the new files, which is stored as a Diff fiic', block 330. 

Though this passage mentions storing system file changes by taking a snapshot, it does 
not a])poar to leach or suggest the claimed limitation of, "...wherein the dilfcrences arc 
separated into systcm-specifie changes and user-specific changes..." as claimed in claini 
7. hikcwisc, col. lU lines 50-60 stale: 

Spocincally, TGAPINST operates on the bnuich server, containing the home 
directory, by attaching each USER'S USBR.USR file to the server's registry and 
then applying the registry entries from the PCURVER file to the attached 
USER.USR filo, TGAPINST also creates the USSR's default home directory, 
including files, ini, etc. and sets ofpcrmissi^m allowing the USER and only Ihc 
USER access. PCURVERS file is created by removing all references to 
111<.BY_CURRENT_USER and ?ill references to the home directory from the 
previously generated workstation diff files. 

Tiiis passage appears to discuss saving information related to a user, it docs not teach or 
suggest that, as part of storing differences between initial and modified states, system- 
specific and user-specific changes aj^c separated. 

2- Piazza tciuhcs away from chiim 7 by tca^ hing that all attributes in :m 
appliciitjon fit any given state are aggregated into a single curver file. Piazza 
compares curver files from initial and modified «i.lalcs, but the curver files Jo not 
separate systcm-specilic changes from user-specific changes. Hence, Piazza does not 
teach separating differences into systcrn-specifK and user-specific changes. 
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rt is rcspcctrully submiLtcd thai Viixzzzi teaches away from Ihc claimed limitation, 
For example, at coL 12, lines 10-16, Piazza (Jj«cussc:.s contrasting "Curvcr" files for 
diflbrt^nccs: 

At test 960, llic system clelcnnines whether ii Diff (between old, cnncnt, aad new 
Curvcrs files) is needed. If yes, logic branolu;s to block 970, and the two Carvers 
files arc dynamically eontraslcd (Difl) and the output Carver file captured. If no 
DifF required C'No" to test 960), tlicn the new Curver file is captured. At block 
1 000, the captured Curver file is applied and logic terminates at block 1 010. 

Ucncc, tlioush Piawa docs appear to teach capturing the system in different states and 
comparing before and after snapshots by the use of Curver lllcs. it does not teach that 
system and user-specific changes arc separated. Since Piazza does not teach that system- 
aiul user-sjjccific changes arc separated. Piazza faiU to teach the claimed limitation of, 
"storing differences between the imtial stale and the modified stale as a set of 
configuratioji paramclcrs in a depository, wherein the differences are separated into 
system-specific changes and user-spcci He changes." as claimed in tU least claim 7. 

3. Piazza docs not teach applying systcm-sp< citic changes on a pcr-system basis 
and nscr-spccific changes on a per-uscr basis. 

Further, it is respectfully submitted that Pia/za does not appear to teach that 
system spcci fie changes arc applied oa a pcr-systeiu basis and user specific changes arc 
applied on a per-uscr basis, as taught by claim 7. U actually teaches away from Ihc 
present invention, by saying that the user's arc separated from workstations (by treating 
users as nodes) so that user configuralion won't ch;\nge under practice of their invention 
whuii system specific changes arc niadc. Hence, ih.; changes from Piazza's snapshot, 
represented iu curver Hies, arc not used to separately apply user-specific changes. Piazza 
therefore fails to teach ihc claimed hmitation of, 

storing differences between the initial state and the modi lied state... wherein the 
system specific changes are applied on a pcr-systcm basis and the user-specific 
changes are applied on a per-uscr basis as claimed in at least claim 7. 

Pdge9ofl3 
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Piazza address the problem or installing sonwarc on a workstalion, which requires 
the wser lo log onto Ihc workslalions. Tor example, crol. 1 1, lines 37-49, cited by 
lixaniiacr, states: 

Traditionally, USER.USR data was only entered onto the workstation 
while a USER was logged on and then iiplojuled by NT lo the home directory 
when the USER logged off. The difficulty wiih this mclhod is that i( requires 
actual individual LJS]^RS lo log on lo each workstation to load software and 
conrigure USER.USR. This is uncicccptablc for analtcndcd updates involving 
more thcui a handful of machines at a tin^c. 

The present invenlion avoids ihis prciblcm by treating USERs as separate 
nodes (similar to workstations) which hxo^k^ the requirement that the USER is 
configured during a software install on a workstation.., 

Pi;r/;/ii then goes on lo explain the benefits of its teachings: 

Significant ilexibility results from this arran::^einienl. For example, because USER 
data is not created during workstation install, each workstation remains generic 
nnd available lo all USliRs; Ihis allows for :i mismatch between the number of 
USERS and workstations. 

Jn the "Response lo Arguments" section on page 2 uf the Office action of 1 1/20/03, 
lix<nnincr notes that, "the two distinct iyp^^ ofchauijcs as illustrated by Piazza 
"inherently*^ indicates the sepai^lion between use-specific and system-specific changes " 

Applicant rciSpcctfully disagrees. It is respectfully submitted that Examiner has 
misapplied the concept of "inherent" anticipation. Section 102 of Title 35 deals with 
novelty and loss of patent rights. An invention is said to be "anticipated" when it is 
squarely described or disclosed in a single reference as identified from one of the 
categories of 35 U.S.C. § 102, commonly referred to as "prior art". Express anticipation 
occurs when the invention is expressly disclosed in the prior art, patent or publication. In 
somo cases, however, when the claimed invcjition is not described in hciec verba, the 
"doctrine of inherency'* is relied oa to establish aniicipaiion. Under the principles of 
inherency, a claim is anticipated if a structure in the prior art necess arily functions in 
accordance with the limitations of a process or meiliod claim. Jn reKin^, 801 F.2d 1324, 
231 U.S.P.Q. 136 (l"cd. Cir. 19S6). Aprior art refuencc that discloses all of apatcnt*s 
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cUVim liniitnlions anlicipatcs thai claim even Ihougli {he reference docs not expressly 
ciisclosc the "invciUive concept'* or desirable properly the piUculee discovered. Venlgaal 
Brothers, Inc, v. Union Oil Company of California, 814 F.2d 628, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051 , 
(boil Cu\ 1987), It siifticcs that Uie prior art pvocosH inherently possessed at that 
pi-opecly. Id Merc possibilities or evcr\ probabiHliw, however, are not enough to 
cstoblisli inherency. The missing claimed characterl sties must be £i ''natiu-al result" 
flowing from what is disclosed. Continental Can Co. v. Monsani Co., 948 F.2d 1264, 20 
ll.S.l\0-2d 1746 (Fed, C^ir. 1991). Unstated elements in a reference arc inherent when 
they exist as a "matter of scientific Aiel". Constant w Advanced Micro-Devices, Inc., 848 
F;2d 1560, 7 U,S.P.Q.2d 1057 O'ed, Civ.), cert, denied, 488 U.S. 892 (1988) and Hughes 
Aircraft Co. v. United States, 8 U.S.P.Q.2d 1 5S0 (Cl , CL 1 988). Otherwise, the invention 
is not inherently anticipated. 

lu the present case, though Piazza appears to teach treating users (as well as 
workstations) as nodes, whicli allows workstations to remain generic to users when 
workstations are altered, tlus does i\ot tliat user and system specific changes arc made and 
applied on a pcr-tiser and a pcr-system basis, respectively, and it particularly fails to teach 
that differences betw^ccn the initial ;-md modified shaos (which include system- and user- 
spccinc changes) are applied separately with respect to system-specific changes and user- 
spccille changes. No description of botJi user and system changes is found in Piazza; 
ralher. Piazza only discusses how to avoid modifying user configuration when making 
systenvspecific changes (i.e., by treating users as nodes, as recited above). It is reiterated 
that the curver files, which arc used to compare before and after shots of the system, do 
not separate system-specific changes from uscr-spc-cific changes, 

lixamincr also cites Piii/aa at col. 1 1 hue S^col. 12, line 36, quoting the following 
language; 

This will document personal templates, address book, contact list, and odicr 
personal data. Specifically, under profile in the home directory, file USER,USR 
(in NT 4.0, this file is called NTUSER.DAT) stores all USHR specific regisijiy 
entries which is defined as HKEY.sub.-CURRENT.sub.-USER whenever a user 
logs onto a workstation, 

[Kmphasis added by Examiner.] 
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Exc^minor cites this language teaching tlic claimed limiUtions of, "wherein the 
cliffcrcnccs bdwcui user files and differences between user registries may bfi used to 
nionnge coiingurability of the iipplieatioii on a per-iirxr basis/' 

[lowever, it is noted that the recited langiKigo from Pinz/.a actually does not teach 
usinii "differences between user registries" 1o inana^ie configurability. The passage 
recited by Ex^jnuncr only teaches storing personal &M associated with the user. 

Therefore, it is rcspcelfiilly submitted that the present claim 7 is distinguished 
from the cited reference. Furlher, claim 20 includes limitations similar to those of claim 
7, was rcjeclcd under the same reasoning as was claim 7, and is beUevcd allowable for 
the reasons stated with respect to claim 7. 

Therefore, all independent claims arc believed distinguished from the cited 
reference. Likewise, because of their dependence on allowable claims^ it is respectfully 
submitted that all dependent claims arc also distingitished from the cited reference. 
1 fence, it is respectfully submitted that the claims of the present application arc in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration of the claims is respectfully 
rcciuosted. 
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II. Conchision 

It is rcsiicctfully urged that the subject application is patentable over the cited 
rcrcrcnces is now in conclilion ("or allowance. 

The cxiunincr is invited to cull Ihc undersign-i^d at the below-listcd telephone 
luimbei if in the opinion ofthe cxnmincr such a telephone conrcrcnce would expedite or 
aid the prosecution and examination of this application. 

PATH: Z^-^ ^^^S^ __ 



Respectfully submitted, 




Patrick C. R. Holmes 

Reg. No- 46,380 

Carstciis, Yec & Cahoon, IXP 

P.O. Box 802334 

Dallas, TX 75380 

(972)367-2001 

Atlonvjy for Applicants 
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